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from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON) and a Mem-
ber opposed each will control 5 min-
utes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Congress, in Article I, section 8 of the 
Constitution, has the power to raise 
and regulate armies. That relates to 
the Selective Service System. We have 
decided to use the Selective Service 
System to register men for the draft 
for many years now. 

During the course of this year, there 
has been discussion here in Washington 
about requiring women to register for 
the draft. Many families back home 
aren’t aware of this, and especially 
many young women aren’t aware of 
this, Mr. Chairman. 

I am asking that no funds from this 
appropriation be used for the Selective 
Service System to modify the current 
requirements. The purpose of that 
would be to let Congress do our job—to 
go back home and talk to our families 
and talk to our young women, listen to 
them, and come back here. If we are 
going to modify the Selective Service 
System, we do that with purpose and 
intent and we do that here in Congress. 
We don’t let the administration or yet 
another executive agency decide some-
thing of their own accord or yet let the 
courts reach in. 

We should be clear in our intent to 
the courts that we don’t need them or 
want them to come in and decide the 
rule. It is ripe for that unless we act. 

In Rostker v. Goldberg in 1981, the 
Supreme Court upheld that the Selec-
tive Service registration for men was, 
in fact, constitutional and not dis-
criminatory, primarily because it was 
to register for combat. At that time, 
Congress had made it clear that women 
were not permitted to be in certain 
combat roles. Since 2013, that has no 
longer been the case, so it is ripe for 
the courts to reach in as well. 

As Congress, we really need to act. 
My intent by asking that none of these 
funds be used by the Selective Service 
System to modify the current rule is 
that it would give us time to talk with 
our families, talk with young women, 
and then take a more considered ac-
tion. It does not prevent anything that 
is being discussed in the Armed Serv-
ices Committee or in our military, 
women being in any type of role. It 
doesn’t take a position on any of that. 
It doesn’t take a position on the future 
of the Selective Service. It just says 
let’s not change it right now, and let’s 
make sure that Congress takes action 
on it. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, I 

claim the time in opposition to the 
amendment. 

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman 
from New York is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chairman, this 
may come to be known as the ‘‘just in 

case bill’’ because it takes out some-
thing that doesn’t exist anywhere in a 
House bill. That is why I am opposed to 
this amendment. 

First, this is a policy issue that 
should be left to the Armed Services 
Committees. 

As you know, the Senate version of 
the FY 2017 National Defense Author-
ization Act included a change to mili-
tary policy that would, for the first 
time, require young women to register 
for the draft. 

Defense Department leaders have al-
ready backed the idea of adding women 
to the draft, while emphasizing they do 
not see any scenario where a draft will 
actually happen. 

For the RECORD, no Americans have 
been pressed into involuntary service 
since the last draft ended in 1973. 

Furthermore, lawmakers have also 
included in the legislative language re-
quiring a full review of the Selective 
Service System and possible ‘‘alter-
natives’’ to the current system. 

I believe, since the Department of 
Defense lifted the ban on women in 
combat roles, every American who is 
physically qualified should register for 
the draft or we should do away with it. 

I urge all Members to vote their be-
liefs on this issue. That is the proper 
way. 

Republican leadership did not allow 
this to be a vote on the defense bill. 
Now Members have a chance to deal 
with this issue and be on the record if 
they support Selective Service allow-
ing women to be part of the draft. 

Now, we know that this is a touchy 
issue. We know that there are differing 
thoughts and this is very emotional, 
but some of us would say that this is a 
very fair issue. If we are going to reg-
ister people, knowing there is no draft 
in place at this point, then let every-
one be registered. And to suggest that 
there are young ladies who are out 
there afraid of what is going to happen 
to them, they are in the same situation 
as young men, and young men know 
that there is no draft. 
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I think this is something that is sort 
of a what-if situation. Just in case you 
are thinking of doing this, don’t do it. 
I don’t think we should legislate that 
way. If it reaches a point at which ev-
erybody has to sign up, then everybody 
will be doing his part for the country. 
I don’t see a problem right now, and we 
shouldn’t create a problem where a 
problem does not exist. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. DAVIDSON. Mr. Chairman, as 

the gentleman from New York rightly 
pointed out, the Selective Service is 
under review right now in terms of 
what we shall do with it. It is in the 
right place. It is here in Congress. 

We should be doing that and not 
trusting the administration or the Se-
lective Service System to come up 
with its own decrees. That is the con-
cern, that there has been too much of 
that during the past 7-plus years and 

that families aren’t looking for yet an-
other edict to be decreed from Wash-
ington, D.C., and to catch them off 
guard. As Members of Congress, we 
don’t need to go back home and have 
families and young women ask us: 
Where were you on this? This does give 
us a chance to say here is where we are. 
This bill, frankly, buys us time to do a 
more considered action. 

Why complicate things in the midst 
of further consideration by trusting 
the administration, which has not 
proven to be trustworthy on issuing 
rules and edicts, to stay the course 
with us? In fact, it is likely to not do 
that. The hope here is that we take the 
considered action that we will, and we 
should do that with the advice and con-
sent of the well-informed public back 
home. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
The Acting CHAIR. The question is 

on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. DAVIDSON). 

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the ayes ap-
peared to have it. 

Mr. SERRANO. Mr. Chair, I demand 
a recorded vote. 

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to 
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio will be post-
poned. 

Mr. CRENSHAW. Mr. Chair, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the Committee rose; 

and the Speaker pro tempore (Mr. 
CRAWFORD) having assumed the chair, 
Mr. DONOVAN, Acting Chair of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration 
the bill (H.R. 5485) making appropria-
tions for financial services and general 
government for the fiscal year ending 
September 30, 2017, and for other pur-
poses, had come to no resolution there-
on. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. DELANEY (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and July 7 on ac-
count of death in family. 

Mr. NADLER (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of medical. 

f 

EXPENDITURES BY THE OFFICE 
OF GENERAL COUNSEL UNDER 
HOUSE RESOLUTION 676, 113TH 
CONGRESS 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRA-
TION, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, July 6, 2016. 
Hon. PAUL D. RYAN, 
Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to section 
3(b) of H. Res. 676 of the 113th Congress, as 
continued by section 3(f)(2) of H. Res. 5 of the 
114th Congress, I write with the following en-
closure which is a statement of the aggre-
gate amount expended on outside counsel 
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